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SOME NEW BOOKS.

It is not at fAirst glance obvious that &
sew history of California meets a long
$1t want. Is there not Bancroft, you say
to yourself, and does not Bancroft tell
everything? True, Bancroft {s exhaus-
tive and his work Invaluable, Much of
it, & part whick hands down oral tre-
ditlon, ‘mply could not be done over
again . %e were to begin now, while
no new history of any part of thy de-
velopment of California can be written
without recourse to the memarkable
Bsancroft Library. The alm of HENRY
K. Nowton, the author of The Story of
California (A, ¢, McClurg and Com-
pany), i« modest. In view of the cer-
tainty that the great majority of people
who need or care to know something pf
the history of California will not read
Bancroft he undertakes to tell them
what they really need to know.in a
modest twelvemo of less than 400 pages.
Possibly there is something of the same
scope already extant, though hardly
brought &o closely down to date, At
any rate, the story is here told, from
the landing of Cabrillo, the emissary of
Cortes, in 1542, down to the conviction

" of Abe Ruef and the confesslon of the

MceNamaras, It {8 well planned, the ap-
portionment of space to each phase of
the development and the detail in which
that phase i& presented commending it-
self as duly proportioned to the general
curfosity about the particular subject.
It is told with spirit and animation,
even though with so much of partisan-
ship, when the story comes down to the
“Lincoln Roosevelt League,” as fails to
inspire confidence in the author’s im-
partiality. The utmost diffidence in his
accuracy is inspired when one has
passed the statement on page 216 that
on January 1, 1849, “the population of
California was 26,000, of whom half were
Callfornians and the remainder Ameri-
cans and foreigners,” and that “during
the year over 100,000 people came into
the State,” only to come, on page 232,
on the statement that at the time of
the gold discovery, «January, 1848)
“there were about 10,000 people in Cali-
fornia, of whom 2,000 were Americans,
while a year and a half later the popu-
lation of the territory had increased to
80,000 Thia is a sufficiently startling
blunder: but to avoid the imputation
of what Charler Reade called “the sham-
sample swindle” the reviewer is faln to
add that it is not typlcal but highly
exceptional; indeed, according to his ob-
servation, unique.

No part of the book is more inter-
esting than the early chapters, which
describe the founding and the work of
the Spanish missions, Our author
quotes Emerson that an institution is=
the lengthened shadow of one man, and
finds the one man of the misslons in
Junipero Serra, who founded 8an Diego
in 1769 and ¢ight more missions before
his death in 1784, and was created “Fa-
ther President” of all the missions in
California. This devout and =zealous
Franciscan had the wisdom of the ser-
pent, though his adversaries, who were
commonly the jealpus wielders of the
secular arm, denied him the innocence

But such policy a® he em-

! -\ of the dove.
-ployed in his dealings with them or

\

with the natives must be forgiven to
him in view of the absolute unselfish-
ness of s aim. His conflicts with the
civil authorities were forced upon him.
Contrary to what happened in most
Spanish  colonizations, in which the
work of the State was inseparable from
that of the Church, the Spanish Gov-
ernors were jealous of the missions and
desired to build up the pueblos or secu-
lar settlements at their expense. But
it is noticeable that Serra had the
support, a8 against the secular author-
ities, of Bucareli, one of the most en-
lightened and statesmanlike of the long
list of Mexican viceroys, whose memory
is still revered in the country over
which he ruled. Our author makes de-
ductions, some of which seem to be in
the nature of cavils, from the credit due
to the Franciscans He impeaches
them for an Ignorance of sanitation,

, which was common to them with all

. the world, at least with all the Spanish
world, In their time. The rate of mor-
tality at the missions was very high,
and epidemics were frequent and calam-
itous. But there is no evidence that
the missions were not as salubrious as
the habitations of the ‘‘gentiles” out-
side, or as the pueblos, such as in those
early days they were.

He assumes that the purpose of the
missions was “to teach, civilize and
christianize the Indians and to fit
them for citizenship in the Spanish col-
onies of Alta, California,” and condemns
them for not attaining this purpose.
Of course they did not attaln {t. They
had not “de quot” in the way of human
material. But in fact their first aim
was to save the souls of their dusky
| converts, and in the second to provide
for their bodily needs. The one ad-
vantage which their charges offered for
this purpose was that they were un-
warlike. They proved much more tract-
able to the ecclesastical than to the
secular authorities, On the material
side the success of the missionaries was
brillfant. As Mr, Norton puts it: “The
civil and military portion of the settle-
ments could have heen removed with
little effect upon the history or devel-
opment of the country; to have taken
the missions away from Spanish Cali-
fornia would have left nothing." Very
likely mary of the converts were what
ts known in China as “rice converts."
But there was this great difference, that
it was the product of their own labor
that subsisted the Mexican converts,
and not the contrfhutions of the benevo-
lent in other lands. It waa their labor,

" and thelr unforced labor, since it was
always open to them to run away, that
tended the herde and ralsed the crops
and reared, under the direction of priests
who had to be their own architects, the
mission buildings which were the only
monuments of their period in the re-
_mains of which anybody can take any
* interest,

Peace prevailed within the jurisdic-
tlon of the misslonaries, peace and rude

“plenty. ‘The “plous fund" originally
contributed to the Jesuits, turned over
to the Dominicans of Lower Cali-
fornia and to the Franciscans of upper
California when the Jesuits were ex-
pelled from Mexico, confiscated by
Santa Ana in 1842 and restored to the
Church, with interest, by the award of
the Hague trihunal in 1902, furnished
the meagres original outfit of the mis-
slons in animals and tools. It was a
" frugal store. Every friar In charge
_of & mimion had $276 a year for his
subsistence and $400 for travelling ex-
penses, Kvery new misslon drew from
the fund $1,000 for equipment. Animals
ware drawn from the increase of those
at the nlder misions, not in profusion,
When Ban Gabriel, 8an Antonio and
San Buenaventura were founded three
hens were sent to each, hut only one
cock for all three, Nevertheless, the
misslons throve mightily. They taught

agriculture to the converts, Insomuch
that the food supply not only of the
. misalons themselves hut of the pueblos
or villages angd of the presidios or

» miitary reservailons came from this

source, They even intreduced the sim-

ple manufactures that were most
urgently needed, such as hats and can-
dles, SBuch was the devotion and such
the Intelligence of the friars that in
the best estats of the missions 25,000
baptized Indians were at one time In-
habitants of the missions, The Fran-
ciscans never took title to the :land,
since they wera vowed to poverty col-
lectively as well as individually. But
they worked it to such advantage that
the twenty-one missions among them
owned 230,000 cattle, the hides and
horns of the progeny of which formed
the only marketable product of Call-
fornia in the days of Dana and “Two
Years before the Mast”; 40,000 horses
and mules, the progeny of which
mounted all the Indlan equestrian
tribes; 300,000 head of amaller animals,
poultry perhaps Included, and ralsed
in a year some 125,000 bushels of grain.
If the missions had been & mundane
exploitation they would have had to
be acknowledged as A great success,
The best succees of all was that they
kept the peace, The small 8panish guard
allowed to each was superfluous. They
constituted the greatest muccess in the
history of Spanish colonization, the
most shining exception to the rule of the
Spaniard of stripping the country he
occupled of the preclous metals in the
shortest time, even at the cost of ex-
terminating the natives, sending home
to Bpaln what he did not see hiz way
to retaining for himself.

It was the succesa of the missions
which aroused the envy and cupldity of
the lay Spanish exploiters and made
them agitate, from an early date in the
colonlal history of California, for a
secularization of the religious founda-
tioms, Doubtless these would have gone
long ago under the pressure of an alien
kind of development and eclvilization,
The friars themselves always avowed
and quite possibly sincerely cherished
the.intention of relinquishing the land
appertaining to the missions to its na-
tive owners, and of themselves moving
on to fresh flelds, so soon as their
converts were to be trusted to take
care of themeselves, Mr. Norton seems
to Aind xome subtlety in the pretence of
the missionaries that that time had not
arrived, even while admitting that ¥t
was not a false pretence. In fact the
time never came, and the Californian
Indian was much better off under the
tutelage of the friars than he would
have been If left, elther in California or
in Mexlico, to his own devices and desires
as a self-governing citizen. The cupid-
ity of the laity, alded in some measure
by that of the regular clergy, began the
agltation for secularization as early as
1783, when the oldest of the missions
was only fourteen years of age, In
1513 the Spanish Cortes enacted that
all missions ten years old should be
handed over to the bishops and the reg-
ular clergy. But there were no regular
clergy avallable to take charge of them
and no attempt was made to enforce
the law until 1821, when the Mexican
Governor ordered the transfer and It
was postponed by the action of the
hishop concerned, who considered that
it might better await the founding of a
stable government In Mexico. In 1828
the Spanish friars, including the Fran-
ciscans, were expelled from Mexico, and
the Californian friars left to shift for
themselves, In 1830 a law of the Mexi-
can republic ordered the immediate sec-
ularization of the missions. This decree
was executed with wanton cruelty, bar-
barity and wastefulness, and the last
state of the mission Indlans was im-
measurably worse than the first. In
fact, however it may have been with
the Indians of Mexico, the Indians of
California were in no way benefited by
the change from the Spanish monarchy
to the Mexican republic. Spain had
been to them, so far as its civil govern-
ment was concerned, an unjust step-
mother. But Mexico left them almost
completely to themselves. They were
not the sort of people who could be
thus left.

The Nofth American colonists throve
under the “wise and salutary neglect”
of England. The native Callifornians re-
verted to barbariam as soon as the pro-
tection of the Spanish missionaries was
withdrawn from them. Californa be-
came a derellct, Mexico did little be-
yvond making it a penal colony for Mexi-
can convicts, with the result of substi-
tuting hatred for apathy in the minds of
the Californlans and stimulating upris-
inges against the Mexlcan yoke such as
there had never been agalnst the 8pan-
{sh. There was a conflict, such as marks
the early history of so many North
American States, as to the establish-
ment of the capital, the rival claimants
being San Diego and Monterey. No-
hody suggested any place north of the
latter, though Dana in 1836 had pre-
dicted that iIf a great city should ever
arise upon the Pacific coast it would
stand upon the shore of the Bay of San
Francisco. The dispute was compro-
mised but by no means composed by the
selection of Los Angeles. Mexico never
really governed nor made any attempt
at governing California, which was kept
qulet if not exactly orderly by the same
peaceable temper of its people to which
the missionaries had been indebted. Of
course it' was more or less an object of
desire to forelgn nations. Although
European nations were warned off by
the promulgation of the Monroe Doc-
trine in 1823 Russia had established a
trading station for furs early In the
nineteenth century fifty miles north of
Ban Francisco on land “bought” from
the Indians for “three blankets, three
pairs of breeches, three hoes, two axes
and some trinkets” and still further
northward had established a fort in 1812,
The ostensible object of these acquisi-
tions was to raise gupplies for the people
engaged in the fur trade in Alaska. But
the settlements never amounted to any-
thing, and in 1839 a}l the belongings of
the fort that were of value were sold to
Capt, Sutter for his proposed Bwlss
colony at Bacramento,

8o remote and unfriended was Cal-
ifornia in the latter days of the threat-
ened Spanish rule that in 1818 a little
squadron of warships from Buenos
Ayres came up the coast, bombarded
Monterey, wrecked ita houses and
plundered {ts inhabitants, and salled
away unharmed. The empire of Itur-
bide and the establishment of the Fed-
eral republic in Mexico allke left Cal-
ffornia unmoved. Californians cheer-
fully and ceremonially swore allegiance
to each of them and with equal alacrity
to the new government established
under the constitution of 1846. But it
soon became clear that the coast was at
the mercy of whatever Power chose to
take it. The capture of Monterey by
Capt, Jones, U, 8, N, in 1842 with
a landing party of fifteen marines was
a mistake arising from his having heard
that the United States was already at
war with Mexico, Although tha too
previous Jones apologized in due form
when he was apprised of his error, and
withdrew after saluting the Mexican
flag, he had shown how defenceless the
coast really was. Californla drowsed
and dawdled on until the war really
came, employing herself a little with
agriculture, but mainly in pastoral pur-
sults; finding her “money crop” in the
myriads of cattle, the progeny of those
imported for the missions, which were

sold for their hides and horns, as s

'

set forth in “Two Years Before the
Mast.” She might have drowsed on in-
definitely longer If the treaty of Guada-
lupe Hidalgo had not been mo shortly
followed by the discovery of gold. The
Argonaut of ‘49 was the fairy prince,
little as he looked llke one, who was
destined to wake the slesping beauty.
There were old Spanish Californians
who looked back with regret to her
long nmiesta, and one of the most re-
spectable and engaging of these, Guada-
lupe Vallejo, made himself their spokes-
man when he wrote: “It seems to me
that there never was a more peaceful
and happy people on the face of the
earth than the Spanish, Mexican and
Indian population of Alta California be-
fore the American conquest.”

The rush of the gold diggers recalls
the old story of the farmer who dreamed
that gold lay under his fruit trees, and
realized hia dream by digging for the
treasure until he found it In the In-
creased value of his crop. There was
no notlon of the agricultural possibill-
ties of the new State and of the supply
which it could’ yleld until the demand
came In the persons of the miners.
Already In 1860 Daniel Webster had
#ald In the Senate: “There may be In
Callfornia, now made free by its consti-
tutlon, and no doubt there are, some
tracts of valuable land.” This estimato
now seems ludicrously ‘‘conservative,”
but the orator is not to be blamed for
that, on any information that was ac-
cesslble to him then. In fact, It was
not until 1864 that the State raised a
sufficlent supply of food for ita artifi-
clally increased population. It was long
afterward before it was generally recog-
nized that it could grow in perfection
all the products of the temperate and
some of the torrid zone and that gold
was far from being its most valuable
product.

Of the agricultural development of
California Mr, Norton does not fall to
glve account, as well as of the political
and wsoclal. He has made a valuable
compendium of the history of California
as a BState, including the Pacific rall-
roads, the Chinese question, the prog-
regs and suppression of mob rule, the
constitution of 1879 and all the rest.
He {8 duly sensible of the corruption
Induced by the railroads, possibly more
#0 than of the corruption Incidental to
attacking them. The demagogue is one
of the numerous natural products which
attain their mast luxuriant growth In
the Golden State. All the same, he does
edifying justice to Kearny and Kearny-
Ism, as well as to the more modern
recrudescence of Kearnylsm (n the
I. W. W. These things are necessary
to the completeness of his “story,” but
they are at once more familiar and less
picturesque than that part of it which
deals with California before the Ameri-
can conquest, which our old Spanish
Californian so deeply deplored,

A Freachman on Eaglish Crases.

M. Puwrere Minter, the author of
Jenny s'en va-t-enguerre  (Bernard
Grasset, Paris), I8 a clever Parisian
Journalist who has enjoyed a bewll-
dering experience of London as the cor-
respondent there of the Tempas of Paris.
He has watched, with a curioslty not
wholly sympathetic, the development
of what -might be called three English
epidemics, more famlliarly, three Eng-
lish crazes, effusions of English cranki-
rnom which would be impossaible In
France. In his capacity of Frenchman
anxious to understand he has tried to
psychologize the emotions underlying
them. He has embodied the result of
his studies in the three documents
which compose this volume. “Jenny
Eoes to war” {s of course an account
of the procedure of the militant suf-
fragettea; “The King's Death” of the
funeral of Edward VIL.; while “Re-
vival” pertains to the evangelistic work
of the American Dr. Torrey and Mr.
Alexander in 1905.

The uprising of the suffragettes s
not, one may observe, 8o extremely un-
French as the author assumes. One re-
calls not only the women of the people
knitting under the guillotine while en-
Joylng the sight of the heads of their
enemlies falling into the basket.
recalls the
which forms the subfect of one of Car-
lyle's beat chapters. Emmeline Pank-
hurst, in the light of history, appears
as but a discreet and rather prudish
British version of Demoiselle Theroigne.
And in fact the menads who marched to
Versallles and stormed the leglslative
palace put more effective pressure on
the National Assembly than the British
bacchantes have yet, for all their out-
rages, succeeded in bringing to bear on
the House of Commons. M. Millet does
not pretend that his psychology of mili-
tancy is satisfactory even to himself,
Under a thin pretext of fiction, with
even a “love interest,” he merely ac-
cumulates instances which go to indi-
cate that there are about as many
motives to militancy as there are mili-
tant suffragettes, and that these mo-
tives range from acute misanthrophy

in all cases are heightened into action
by the consciousness of sympathy. It
is a ocontribution, as indeed are the
two other studies, to “the psycholog of
crowds,” All the same it is written not
merely to clarify the author's own view
but rather to amuse than to instruct
his readers, who cannot help finding the
instances amusing, even though the
reader be a suffragette In whom, al-
most by hypothesis, the sense of humor
ls atrophied. It was a particularly
happy thought to make a militant suf-
fragette of the wife of the policeman
Winterhottom, and to have her smash a
plate glass window In his ballilwick,
He might have connlved at her Immu-
nity for that offence if she had not com-
mitted the additional indiscretion of
knocking out the front tooth of one of
his collecagues. Her appeal to him is
nevertheless not without pathos even
though It may seem to have been
borrowed from the story of Balaam:
“Haven't I been a good wife to you
all these years? Then why can't you
leave me In the poseession of my
political convictions?' In his preface
the author rather apologlzes to tae

suffragettes, who, “whatever the men
may think, have in some cases
‘the mense of nuances’ and even

have shown wit,” and points out that
his sense of fun has been indulged quite
a8 much at the expense of thelr adver-
saries as at' their own, This s true
enough, for the pathetic helplessneas of
the male Briton in the face of the in-
surrection of the modern menads is
amusingly set forth, {

The psychology is considerably clearer
of “La Mort du Rol."” The gist of this
account of & royal funeral is that per.
sonal loyalty to the sovereign Is still
a great political as well as soclal force
in England, and that in the case of a
sovereign newly dead It takes on an
aspect of superstitious veneration which
is as incredible, it appears, to a French-
man as it would be to an American.
“Never will a Ydankee or a Frenchman
understand this kind of emotion,” our
nuthor makes one of his English char-
acters may. His studies have been
made from the demeanor of the middle
as well of the lower classes at the fu-
neral of Edward VII. 1} seems that
he did not hear one d JAnt note In

-

to the mere desire for distraction, but .
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the chorus of lamentation. What ap-
pear to be his own reflections he pru-
dently Imputes to a Britlsh journallst
of his creation, a Britlsh journalist who
has lived long on the Continent and is
supposed to be emancipated from insu-
lar superstitions and who has his pri-
vate reflections to make. "As Prince
of Wales he was not good enough to
throw to the dogs. He becomes King;
the royal legend makes him father of
the people, a hero. What was he in
fact. A good result of average quali-
ties and a man who had made the tour
of himself." That Is already much, but
that does not suffice for the legend.
An Englishman, especlally of the peo-
ple, cannot resign himself to see his king
as he {s. He transfigures him as a lover
transfigures the woman that he loves,
and he cherishes his illusion.” And at
the end of the funeral procession, which
his assignment was to write up and
In the course of which he had over-
heard some radical remarks from a
stray Frenchman, he is made to ob-
serve: “That French cook was right.
He belongs to a country where there Is
an endeavor to reduce to a minimum
all conventional veritles. In these
islands the effort is to multiply them.
The new king has just ridden through
the streets and already he is a great
man. The French have made the hat-
red of lles the very basls of thelr soclal
lite; thence comea their political weak-
ness; thence also their strength, which
conaists in not stopping short of clear
solutions. Greats Britain cherishes her
traditional lies. It is very well to
laugh, but the proof that the system is
not so bad i= that it has produced the
British Empire.” And, calling a cab
for his newspaper office, he adds: *Let
un go and lle. After all, old England
is worth a lle of complalsance.”

“The Revival" will not have so much
of novelty for American readers as the
two other studles, or as it has for
Frenchmen, whose “conferenclers’” have
not attained “Anglo-S8axon” results,
But it Is equally with the two othera
a contribution to “the psychology of
crowds,” and the manner in which a re-
vival, having once fairly started, works
itself up Is set forth with much sub-
tlety of observation and skill of presen-
tation. It takes a motto from Willlam
James: “The manifestations of the re-
ligious life often have a close relations
with the subliminal life.’" It consists
of an account of various appeals on the
part of the convicted to the hesitating,
in omnibuges, at tea parties and else-
where, to attend the great meeting at

Albert Hall, leading up to a description
of the meeting iteelf. The like has |
often enough been done in print, but
seldom so well and still more seldom
from the same point of view. Readers, |
that is to say readers of French, will
find it well worth while, It Ill'llk‘l"'r':
that the author supplemented his stud- |
les of the revival In public by a private |
vigit to one of the revivalists on what |
he superficially admits to have been |
the false pretence that he desired to|
get his soul saved. “No Frenchman!
had ever manifested such a disposition,
and the two American missionaries,
who had made the tour of the planet,
had not even thought of stopping at
Paris,"" 8o that the evangelist on whom '
he called showed his unexpected peni-
tent ‘‘the care that the Scripture lnu-l
fles for a straved sheep.”
would have been a triumph to get M.
Millet on the anxtous seat. The re-
ward of the stray French sheep (he
calls it his punishment) was a novel sen- |
sation. “While Mr. Alexander was
speaking to me in the hall of the meana
of assuring my salvation I heard at
the same time his voice In the naxt .
room. For a moment I thought I had |
been stricken with mental alienation,
It was, however, only a gramophone,
which, to pass the time of other hon-
ored guests, was repeating in the parlor
one of the best sermons of my host,"

England’s Greateat Admiral.
By the very nature of ita purpose and

Om;plln. sufficiently indicated in its title,

“Insurrection of Women," |

Nelson in England: A Domestic Chron-
icle, by K. Harram Mooruouse « Dutton),
is supplementary to the horde of exist-
ing books on the great English Admiral,
incomplete in iteelf and dependent for
its value dn the extent to which the
earlier books shall be found to have been
incomplete lacking it. Assum!ing gen-
eral knowledge of the facts of Nelson's
career, the author rejects the help of a
continuour parrative interest and husies
herself with the less written up phases
of the life of the hero of Trafalgar and
the Nile., Instead of the hoom of the
Agamemnon's guns we hear the peace-
ful sounds of life in a Norfolk par-
sonage, and Metead of reports of bat-
tles we read the naval warrior's letters
home, in which he yearns frankly and
frequently for “a meat cottage and the
plough.”

There is teling of an Italian artist
who met Nelson after the battle of the
Nile, having undertaken a commission
to paint a portrait for some of the
Admiral's devoted officers, Ag he was
observed to be making no preparations
for his work, he was asked when opera-
tions were to commence. “Never," he
exclaimed. "There i3 such a mixture of
humility with ambition in Lord Nel-
son's countenance that I dare not risk
the attempt.” A foollsh painter, for
the obetacle wae his opportunity, It
will please those who know the hero,
the warrior, the smoke wrapped moulder
of battle fates, to have depicted for
theen the man in the humbler, more
commonplace relations of life.

We remember perhaps more of Nel-
son's personal courage, boldness in plan,
sternness in command and devotion to
ingland's cause than of his warmth of
temperament, with [ts swift, un-RBritish
trangitions between exaltation and de-
pression, his warm and upnffected re-
gard for his subordinate=s; more of his
self-appreciation and almost bombastic
reiterations of the formulas of patriot-
Ism, “My country and my duty,” than
of his hunger for recognition. We know
him as the llon afloat, taking big risks
for victory, yet always calculating them
coolly, consldering less the enemy's bulk
than his ighting spirit, England's “Man
of Destiny" rather than as the leal
child of rural Norfolk. Not to be maud-
lin, it was very human of him “to fret
at peace and home when he had it and
to yearn for it with heartbroken long-
ings when war surrounded him.” Buch
contradictions between Impulse and am-
bition have heen experienced by every
one whose work i8 broken in upon by
periods of inactlvity, vacations volun-
tary or enforced.

A certaln air of slap-dash, cool reck-
lessness In emergency, a readiness to
run the biggest risks at the crucial mo-
ment when there 18 no time for judg-
ment to do its fine but slow galted work
and raw instinct takes the helm—these
qualities are essential In the tradition
for naval heroes. FPaul Jones, Perry on
Lake Erie, Farragut damning the torpe-
does and Dewey the less damnable
mines in Manila Bay-—such & hero of
personal presidence was Lord Horatlo.
Hin temperament was never better ex-
pressed, at least before Cupe Bt. Vin-

leitadels of fame and victory.

land, than in his utterance after the
easy golng Admiral Hotham's engage-
ment with the French fleet in 1796:
“Sure 1 am, had 1 commanded one
fleet on the 14th, that either the whole
French fleet would have graced my tri-
umph, or I should have been in a con-
founded scrape.” He went aboard the
flagship and begged the Admiral to pur-
sue. The reply was, “We must be con-
tented, we have done very well” Capt.
Nelson's later comment was: ‘‘Now,
had we taken ten sail, and had allowed
the eleventh to escaps, when it had
been possible to have got her, 1 could
never have called it well done.’ He
was a master of what Is known In the
sport colored parlance of to-day as the
“follow through.” There, says the au-
thor, “apeaks Nelson in his authentic
and unmistakable volce, the accent of
the Nile and the Baltie."

Many a captaln In the fleets might
have given vent to such proud senti-
ments, but few were destined so soon
to give proof of superior mettle as it
fell to the lot of Nelson to do, for in
1797, in the battle of Cape 8t. Vincent,
under Jervis, he made good his boast.
Jervis had “authority and influence, a
supreme aptitude for organization and
control, but he was lacking in_ tactical
Insight.” Nelson had “genius afid all its
accompaniments; he needed the official
backing and encouragement and under-
standing which it was in his chief's
power to give, and Jervis gave It gen-
erously.” The story of that battle who
does not know? We all read Bouthey
when we were hoys, however unthought
of since: The twenty-seven B8Spanish
ships bearing down in the mist on the
fifteen Englishmen, one of them the
Captain, with Nelson on her quarter-
deck: the day's battling, Jervis's tac-
tical oversight, and Nelson's remedy of
it when on his own initiative he made
the move that converted a colorless
conflict into a substantial success, Far
more important of course than the
defeat of a foe superior in numbers but
in lamentable lack of efficiency was the
bringing to light of a genuine leader
for England's naval fortunes,

Frances Lady Nelgon, she that was
Fanny Nisbet of Nevis in the Indies,
we must regard as the victim of fate.
The sad end of her marriage can
hardly be lald to fault of hers, though
aided by her blameless deficiencies in
the premises. When they were married
there was no reason to regard the
match as in any respect regrettahle or
sown with covered seeds of unhappi-
ness. Nelson had not been an ardent
wooer; at the time of his engagement
he named “esteem'” a better basis for
the marital relation than “love,” and his
highest praige for the lady emphasized
her “amlability.”™ If in response, later
on, to the call of a temperament more
ardent, more in sympathy with his own
candescent and caloric makeup, hils
heart concealed the judgment of his
head, it s hard perhaps to charge him
with willlng wrongdolng but impossible
to blame Fanny Nisbet, The change
was not in her.

No exercise of the Intellectual facul-
ties Is less profitable than that which
Is almed at the analysia of unhappy
matings, and the author kindly spares
us from the painful processes of ‘de-
compesition dear to the chemista of un-
happy matrimonial combination, while

reporting the course of events. Mrs, |©4t of which crops are made, but oniy per- ey Place”
Truly it |Nelson's letters to her husband are in \™!(* the removal of more fertilty in the |

rarked contrast to those of the fine
old preacher, his father., The old gen-
tleman, for all the aincere and simple
piety of his attribution of the prarme
and glory to a rupramundane source,
rejolced right humanly In the triumphs
of his son and gave warm expression to
hi=  pleasurable appreciation of the
honora paid to his distinguished off-

lapring. But his daughter-in-law wrote,

after 8t. Vincent:

What can 1 ray to  you about boarding”
You have been most wonderfully protected
you have done desperate actions enough.
Now mnay I—indeed [ do-—heg that you
never hoard again. Leave It for captains
[he had just been made rear admiral].
¢ * * 1 sincerely hope. my dear hushand.
that all these wonderful and desperate ac-
tions, such s hoarding shipa. you will leave
to others. With the protection of a Su-
preme Belng, vou have acquired a charac-
ter. or name. which all hands agree cannot
he greater, therefors, rest satisfled,

Surely wifely sollcitude could have
been expressed with less gelld treat-
ment of & hero husband’s assault on the
Passages
in the firat volume of the “Diary” of
Frances Lady Shelley reprinted here
pair interestingly with the account in
the second volume of the domestic af-
faire of the Wellingtons. In one of
them the Countess Spencer tells of Nel-
son bringing his wife to dinner on the
Coantesg's invitation: “His attentions
to her were those of a lover. He handed
her to dinner, and sat by her; apolo-
glzing to me by saying that he was so
little with her that he would not volun-
tarily lose an instant of her society.”

His letters home from Italy soon af-
terward were Increasingly Infrequent,
cold and formal. When, disturbed, she
spoke of going to join him she was re-
buffed with scant courtesy, to say noth-
Ing of warmer emotions, That on his
return. with the “divine Emma,” she
did not meet him at Yarmouth is here
said to have been due not to her in-
difference but to obedience to .his ex-
plicit wish. He brought her gifts, but
the gulf yawned: she vexed, suspiclous,
hurt; he petulant, seemingly with the
irritabllity characteristic of those who
rhift the burden of a moral responsi-
bility.

Nelson failed to make his wife and
her “rival” friends. His infatuation was
generally censured and he became bit-
terly deflant. The author says discern-
Ingly: *“That reckless ardor which char-
acterized him so magnificently in bat-
tle was ruthlessly applied to his do-
mestic problems. His wife was in his
way; she could expect no consideration,
and he gave her none.” When in com-
pany the aggrieved wife met the Ad-
miral’'s mention of “dear Lady Ham-
liton” with an outburst of protest at
hearing constantly of the “dear lady”
her lord was perfectly calm in his re-
buke. Lady Nelson left the house and
they never lived together again, It is
a penalty of high position that what
in lower life might pass over as a do-
mestic squall I8 made Irreparably tragic.
And the chivalrous reader feels himself
looking on In this case at an unequal
contest, the aggrieved lady against the
redoubtable warrior; erring perhaps in
her choice of meana for dealing with
his flery temperament, permitting her-
self to be made the bearer of the hur-
den of responsibility for the final mev-
erance, forced into a position of fatal
initiative. “Take care, Fanny,” said the
Admiral, “take care what you say. I
love you sincerely; but I cannot forget
my obligations to lLady Hamilton, or
speak of her otherwise than with affec-
tion or admiration.” He played his part
more coolly here than in passages
the ridiculous “Thompson"” letters to
lady Emma when Horatla Nelson
“Thompson'" was born.

In the first year of thelr separa
1801, Lady Nelson wrote to her ::3:.'
band three times, once thanking him
for the “generosity and tenderness”

ceat made him the national hero of Eng-

showiy in making her a * "
allowance, again I.o_‘_uou- “thankful-

ness-and happiness’” for his emergence
unharmed from the Battle of the Baltic,
and finally begging reconciliation. The
last letter was returned to her. Of his
last notes to her this is Wypical:

My dear Fanny—We are arrived, and
heartily tired; and with kindest regards to
my father and all the family, belleve me
your affectionate NELAON.

The author of “Nelson in England”
has drawn upon the standard authori-
ties and the work of some recent writ-
ers, but her main dependence is the
work of Clarke and McArthur (1809)
upon which Bouthey based his “Life”
and which is sald to have been edited
with unpardonable freedom. Her de-
scription of the home and the home life
at Burnham Thorpe is good and pleas-
ant, and she draws a most attractive
picture of the fine cld father, the Rev.
Edmund, gentle, aweet tempered, yet
“tremulous over trifles, easily put In
‘a Fuss,' " and “fond of chatt from the
Ladies,” a writer of cheerful and charm-
ing letters, BShe urges in a preface the
purchase by Government of the Round-
wood, Nelson's cottage near Ipswich,
to make and preserve it a national pos-
session; but the Roundwood house was
l'ttle lived in by the Admiral himeelf,
and It seems that Burnham Thorpe,
where the old parsonage stands little
changed except for slight works of res-
toration and with certain memorabilia
of the Nelsons, Is the more fitting and
quite sufficlent shrine and place of pil-
grimage,

The book is not so much a develop-
ment of a new phase of Nelsoniana as a
rearrangement of old materials with a
newly placed emphasis,

Every Man His Owa Farmer,

Render unto Ceesar the things that
are Cesar's, and give back to the soll
agaln that which you have taken there-
from might have been the motto of a
little book called The Farm That
Won't Wear Out, by Cyrin Q. HOoPKINS,
professor of agronomy in the Unlver-
sity of Illinois and chemlist of that uni-
versity's agricultural experiment sta-
tion (Pantagraph Printing and Station-
ery Company, Bloomington, 111.). Hera
is a book that will win its way straight
to the heart of every farmer from the
Battery to The Bronx. The title iz half
| of any book, and Prof, Hopkins has been
!n-uhar exceptionally clever or mighty
lucky In hitting upon the most luring,
hewitching and captivating combination
of magle words that ever graced a title
page. “The farm that won't wear out":
it is that will o' the wisp “universal ap-
peal” caught, chloroformed and pinned
to the mortuary mat.

Every man knows all about farming,
except perhaps the farmers, Every
clty man who reads at all reads articles
on intensive farming, on “business ef-
ficlency™ in the cultivation of the «a1'th,
on how to make two bushels grow
where one grew before. The clty man
dreams on his fevered couch, not of
skyscraper sites or the papyrus prod-
ucts of “the Street,” but of tile drain-
age, of up to date traction tillage, of
| eed, soll, silo and fertilizer., of grains
{ that grow Into beef on the hoof: “the
' clod climbs to a soul in the' cow. But:

|
Tile drainage adds nothing to the wsoil

larger cropa produced on the well drained
land. More thorough tillage with improved
| Implementa of cultivation Is merely “work.
ing the land for all that'f In 1t The use
of bLetter meed produces larger craops, but
only at the expense of the soll, Even the
farm manure * * * adds but little to
the sofl In comparison with the crops re-
moved ¢ * * Clover, as commonly nro-
duced and harves:ted. adds little or no nitro-
gen to the soll

The whole and the soul of the pro-
fessor's thesls is that the soil {8 not
Inexhaustible, “this bureau of theorlsts,”
the United States Government bureau
of soils no less, to the contrary not-
withstanding. “The soll Is the one in-
destructible, immutable asset, * * @

the one resource that cannot be ex-
hausted,” say these false pretend-
INg experis, now shown Y in their

naked ignorance under the esarching
light of pitlless publicity,

The result of long contlnued *“goil
robbing and land ruin” is that the Amer-
ican farmer is not drawing Interest on
his investment but Is living on hs prin-
cipal. The first farmers attacked our
virgin soll as though it were not sus-
ceptible to losses even through continu-
ous cropping.  The soil thinned, and re-
course was had to relief by rotation of
crops, growing each year a crop not in-
Jured by the excreta of the preceding
one, 8o that by the time any one crop
recurs in the serles the soil will be, for
it, practically new, And now most farm-
ers believe that a crop of clover svery
three or four years will permanently
maintain the fertility of the land:

The fact that clover has grown for g*n-
erations on the lands of the older Eastern
Btates until the clover crop itself finaty
falled on milllons of acres now agriculturally
ahandoned s overlonked or forgotten by
present day farmers, expecially Ly the de-
scendants of those who have gone West and
settled on new, rich lands,

Hence, Iconoclast: hither, architect of
agricultural fate and fortunes! The
Illinois professor, having planted his
seeds of discouragement, now spreads
fertilizer of hope. As hls formula of de-
struction is “exhaustion of tRe soll,”
his open sesame I8 “the liberation of
fertility."” Plant food, the chemical e
ments essential to the growth of stalk
and ear, exists abundantly in the soll,
But it is there in insoluble compounds,
and solubllity Ia the without-which-not
ol plant assimilation and nourishment,
The elements of plant diet are carbon,
oxygen, hydrogen, iron, sulphur, po-
tasslum, magnesium, calcium, phospho-
rus and nitrogen. Of these the pro-
feasor expatiates most fully upon nl-
trogen, potassium and phosphorus as
those in which the secret of non-ex-
haustive production lies. Carbon, oxy-
gen and hydrogen are supplied in the
air and water, and iron and sulphur
can take care of themselves. Potas-
sium is a common element, easily lih.
erated by good systems of cultivation
and in the main needing to he applied
in itx commercial form only In ex-
traordinary solls, peaty or silicon sandy,
In the form of ashes, marl or chalk
lime ia used to supply calelum and
sometimes magnesium as plan; food
to counteract “sourness,” acidity ufl
soll.  Burned lime is usable, but ground
limestone Is safer and better,

In badly depleted solls nitrogen ia
usually the most deficlent element.
Clover and other biennial or peren-
nial legumes carry two-thirds of their
nitrogen in the tops and only half as
much In the roots; hay made from them
contains about forty pounds of nitro-

of [§en to the ton, four times the amount

in a ton of “average" farm manu
It would require 400 tong of the manu‘;-.a'
to provide as much nitrogen to a forty
acre fleld an would be supplied by
ploughing under two and a half tons of
clover to the acre.

Phosphorus ls “the master key to per-
manent agriculture.” “Phosphorus,”
seem the light

light bringer; It we had

e ——

we would not export a milMon tons
of phosphate rock a year, worth §5.
000,000 at the mines, when that amount
of that mineral applied to our lande
“would be worth mot $5,000,000 1,
$1,000,000,000 for the production of f..4
for the oncoming generations of Amer..
cans.” Our export of phosphorus 1y
Europe I8 enough for 1,400,000,000 by, .
els of wheat, twice the average :innya)
crop. And we are getting 14 bushels ¢,
the acre, while Germany gets 20, (irpar
Britain 33 and Denmark more
forty on a decade average,

On English land through a thir ..y
year period crops not phosphated wei .

than

worth $432.43, where thoxe of |45
otherwise similar but treate! o
phosphorus were worth $662.¢2, apy

the phosphate that caused the (v
of $230.39 cost $29.52. An inveoep:
of $3.28 an acre every four vears j.)
back $26.60 In the four crops;
cent. Interest. American exper .
showed for the use of ground raw
phosphate worth $1.96% incregee.
crop unite of corn, wheat and hay agpre.
gating $22.11. Let the farmers of M.y
hattan, skilled in the mathemiatics of 5.
crement, calculate for farms wiry
acreage In three or four figures, Ae ).
professor says, however, he i= not tyyir .
to prove that farming Ie profitalils, 1,
only that, If farm you must, the iy
ture of brain with brawn and of phos.
phorus with fleld =oil is desirable,

The case is cited of an llinois farmar
who compared four flelds in  whi
potassium was supplied with four other.
wise alike but without such addition
over a ten year period. The valuss tp
the unaided soll were $148.75, $151.80,

LT
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$229.37 and $221.80, and for the aa-
sisted flelds $149.43, $149.96, $208.00
and $225.67. In the same ten year

period four felds without phosphoria
stimulus  ylelded $148.75, 815130,
$149.43 and $149.96, whils four cor.
responding flelds with two applications
of the mineral in the ten yegrs gava
$229.37, $221.30, $229.20 and $225.57,
The potassium gave Increased valyes
of only 86 cents, 3 per cent. of {ts onn
cost; the phosphorus increased valua
of product by $76.50 an acre, mora than
300 per cent. on the Investment, and
left the soil richer than It was in the
beginning.

The figures are tempting. We refrain
from further irritation of our metropol.
itan Agricolas’ already fevered imagina.
tions. We cannot stand gponsor for tha
performing percentages of our friend in
the middle West; they caught our eve,
and we have passed them on for wha:
they are worth. Many topica discusse|
in the book Interestingly, not to say
vividly, we have not touched at all

This is a book of one idea, profes
gedly s0. Before yielding to the swiv
of the phosphorous Eldorado we advisa
our visionary would-he farmers (o con-
sider earnestly the written words of
other equally competent litterateurs «f
the cornlands as to such muatters gs 1
hor, for instance, typically soeweest
of a whole host of well knotted proh.
lems that harass the adoptive =ons f
the soil.
| e P

THE SPIRITS AND THE
OLD ITALIAN CLOCK

of

1=

¥

|  Richard Bagot's story “Diarne-
tHrentano's) concerned
with mysterioug powers, There was the
clowk.,  Mr. Darneley necded to e par-
ticular in attending to this old Ita

lan timepiece, His visitor, young Gio
vanni Rossano, started when he heard
{the clock strike. 1t is related that he
felt a sensation of mental discomfor:
The stroke was an himitation of Italia:
church  bells  ringing 'for  the dead
Painted upon the clock was a series o
indelicate  pictures, and the funeres
striking of the Instrument was an iror

1

commentary upon the represenlations
Fin these, Furthermore, engraved upon
| the dial. a rhymed couplet informe|
;!hn- owner that he was to wind
'elock  yearly on June 24, which =
Iﬂt. John's Day  «in England M
(summer  Dayv)., and that falline
{this he would die within ten honrs
-'“l!u you believe 112" That was the im
iport of  Giovanni's  somewhat  mora

| roundabout inquiry. Mr. Darneleyv re.
| plied that he believed thg clock to ta
| the production of a very powerful ina-
telligence.  He said that in three in-
| stances the threat on the dial had heen
fulfilled. 1t is made plain in the gtore
!thar he was careful to be an hand 'a
{ wind the clock on 8t John's Day.

| Mr. Darneley himself had extmord:
nary psychic powers. He reproducsd
for Giovanni a tragic scene that hal

taken place many years hefore. Tn
Italy In his youth he had done re
markable things as a1 medium tia

had had also a love adventure, with tha
consequence that he had been cursed by
a Bicilian countess and pursued by ae-
sassins, The story has its scene in ¥ne-
land and in Ttaly. A Cardinal and a
Roman professor are included amonsz
the characters, and they and Mr
Darneley have a great deal to sayv 1
garding apirite and their influence. A
A& ruie yvoung Giovanni spoke Fngllsh
Accurately, and we were surprised ar
one or two lapses, “Then you also are
A Catholie, 1 mean a believing Cathols
not merely—how shall 1 say? - an of
ficlal Catholle ke most of we Ttalians
are.” Mr. Darneley should have car-
rected him for that, but he passed ¢
over. There came a 8t, John's Dav
when Mr. Darneley neglected to w =1
the clock. The omission wae fii4

PAUL THE FIRST
AND ENSIGN “KII'

The following grimily humoaroys = o
told by K. Waliszewski in his
“"Paul L, Bon of Catherine the tireg
(Lippincotts) 1= one of the many w
throw a new light on that
monarch's character:

“The final syllable (kij) of the n
paraporchtehikij  (cornets) w
certain report carried over
Page to another. The Emperor
for a proper name and moved o
caprice he gave orders that Fnsien 1
should be promoted to the rank of
tenant. He saw an expression of ¢
barrassment and disappointment
faces of the staff, who did not e
explain his error, so the nex: do0 o
promoted the lHewtenant of the s
fore to the rank of captain and = one
days later to that of colonel. demanding
that the officer should
to him at once,

v

unhat

" el

he  presented

There was consterna

1 ton everywhere: the offices wore turns !
upside down in the search of the tmaz
Inary KiJ, A subaltern of the name
something like I, wus found in o
of the regiments quarterad on the 1an

He was sent for, but Paul grew (moa
tlent and in the end he had to be toll
that Kij had been carried off stddeniy
by a stroke, ‘That I8 a pity,' observed
the Czar; ‘he was a good soldjer.' "
Paul I. was consldered by manw
historians as mentally ‘unbhalanced aad
many facts In his career, such as pe-
lated In the above'story, seem to paint
to that deduction. Mr. Waliszewsk!,
however, finds much to indicate that
he was the victim of time and clrenm
stance and In this biography has un
covered a great deal of new material
which seema L0 substaiiiate his claims




